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Significance:

Part 6: Tutorials, textbooks, and reviews

Part 7: Mitigation techniques

The paper presents a comparison of the performance of voltage-switching devices and voltage-limiting

devices for late seventies-vintage SPDs as marketed and installed in service panels in the USA and in

Europe.  

Artifacts in the response of a typical oscilloscope to a nearby gap sparkover, and the effect of lead dress

inside the panels and outdoor installation are described.  Predictably, the performance of a metal-oxide

varistor is found preferable to that of a gap-based arrester.
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